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Temporal Features of Black and White Neutral Words Processing after Moral Disgust Priming
CHEN Wei, PU Ming—hui, FENG Shen-mei, ZHU Jin—fu
Psychological Department of Xinxiang Medical University, Xinxiang 453003, China
[Abstract]

words after the activation of moral disgust, by applying event—related potential technique(ERPs) and semantic priming para-

Objective: Discussing the time characteristics and neural mechanism of processing black and white neutral

digm. Methods: Applied two—character word priming paradigm, which was presenting priming words(moral disgust words,
non moral disgust words) first and then target words(black neutrals, white neutrals), and asking the participants to judge the
character structure of target words. Processing feature was explored by investigating the differences in EEG indexes of differ-
ent combinations. Results: Comparing to non moral disgust stimulations, black neutrals triggered greater N1 and N350 am-
plitudes after activation of moral disgust. Conclusion: Comparing to non moral disgust, after activation of moral disgust,
black and white target words related to metaphor of moral concepts obtain more cognitive resources and more refined pro-
cessing. After activation of moral disgust, individuals tend to relief and release disgust and maintain their favorable moral
images by inclining to white, the metaphor of moral purity.
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